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FILE: B- 1 S)448 DATE: Oc.t1ober 1, 1976

MATTER OF: Bill Ransdall anrd Company

DIGEST:

CAO may not ren(er authoritative decision on protest
of concession contract awarded on belhalf of non-
appropriated fund activity since bid protest jiurlsdic-
tion is based on account, svttlenent auth1lority.

Bill Ransdall and Company protests thue qward of a -ontract Lu

another bidder ueiner soHliciation 'No. 0V-(75-1 1)-76-t'.7, issued by
t.te Ohio Valley E':cliange Region, Cliarlestown , Indiana.

T'lhis contract ccncerrs the granting, of a barber shop concession
:!t Fort Lttuiiird i0ood, Mlissourii, oni beia!af of' tlte Cuiiigt , it no!--
approuriated furd activity, and does ncit anvolve eilthe: thle .expendfi Lure

of appropr-iatedl funds o: the receipt of fullns a1}L cc:bi e to an: account
or the United States. I-Ifth regard to pirt.'r--iv racs cor '.cted by or
., behalf of nonappropriated fund acti!c ies, tLiis Office has no
authority tn r(c .der nutho I tItive dvclsiow4;. A.CS Const.ruct iOln Cor'ipa ivp

Inc., B-183034, April 18. 1975. 75-1 CP)!) 238. Ou: hld protest ju-isdic-

t-ion is hascJ on our autholrIty to adjust and sett le accoiurnt S and t*O

certify balances in thle accounts of accountal)Ie officers under 31 lJ.S.C.
§§ 71, 74 (1970) . Where we do noLt have such settlement aut.hority,
we ha :e decli cd to consider protests on the grounds tLhat we are pre-
cli1(1e0 from rendering; authoritativa dec-isions on tLhse matters.
Egtlitable T'rust BInlk, 1-181469, July 9, 1974, 74-2 CY"D 14. See also
Stanld;rd Beautym__an '!'irr Serfpply Co., Inc., B-18635 , May 4, 1976,
76-I CPDl) 302.

Accordingly, we can tLVc no further action and tile protest
is dsmilssed.

General. Counsel




